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Abstract
Rospoﬁdonts to a survey sent to 106 Galifornia
community colleges in 1982 were asked to identify the
major tests used at entrance ﬁp col lege for'matricglation

and/or piacement. Thcy were also asked to evaluatg'the

required o; recommended to%take them. Of tﬁe 99 col'leges
rocpbndinqﬂgé,the survey, fowep than 207 roquif;d‘
assessment for matriculatlon. ‘Asscsiment for English
placement was rcquured by 364, for reading by 32'/., for .
math by 25%; and only 20% required assessment for gngllsh

as a Second Language. Locally-developed instruments were

‘more used than any single published instrhment in all

areas except reading. The best—Kknown standardized tests,
the ACT and SAT, were almost never required for any kindh"
of placement assessment. The testing battery that ranked
highest wagnthe Comparative Guidance and Placement

battery.:
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TEST IN USE, page 3.

TESTS IN USE AT CALIFORNIA COMMUNITY COLLEGES:
.Standardized Tests Most Used for Placement in
English,,Reading, ESL, and Math
’ Assessment‘testing ;i entrance to community colleges
in Cali%ornle has become a topic of maJorilnterest |
throughout the state. _A%though there is currently no,
b Legislative or Board: of Governors requirement that
f i ; essessment is mandatory, the state may soon follow the
lead of such states as New Jerfey and Florida (Drakulich,
19803 Luckenbill & McCabe, i978) in establishing such a
requirement. One lndicatlon of the Ieuel of interest .
the study of matriculqﬁion models at designated pilot
schools being conducted by the communi ty college Board of
_Governors during 1983-19835. All qf the models'contain a

, i
testing component.

¥

In the stroﬁg 1iklihood that entrance assessment is
¢ .mandated, a maJor question willbbe which instrument or
o “instruments will pe uged. In the winter of 1982-1983, a
survey was sent to ati 166 California community colleges
to determine which tests were be?ﬁg used for
matricylation and/or placement at entrance, and how
’ satisfied the users were with the iﬁ?T::;:nts.
administrators or staff involved with entrancégand
assessment practices at 99 Folleges (93.4%) responded to

o]

the questlonnaure.
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In addition to indica!inghwhich instruments were
g;ﬁgnted or reggifgg at entrance and for placement into’
writing, reading, English as a second language, and math

pquraﬁs, respondents were asked to indicatqfa

(2]

.satisfa&tioh level  for each instrument from 1 (Very

Dissatisfied) to D (Very Satisfied).

Presented below are the datalregardlng the use and
satisfaction level of the instruments colleges required

or atcepted for entrance and/or for'placoment. In ali ‘he

tables, tho number reporting satisfaction scores for each

instrument is provided. (This number should be conﬁidered

when examining satisfaction averages as, in many cases,
, s ‘ : 4

the total number reporting satisfaction is below 10.) The .

number 6f different tests reported willvbe“ﬁfouided{ but
only those tests reportﬁd mor; than once will be listed
on the tables-below1 |
” Backgnound o

Agsessment at entrance is generﬁlfyfrequestod for
one 64utw0'ﬁurpo£es: official matriculatio& and/or
placement. While there may”beecbnsiderablgcoverlap
be tween the two categories, in general, matriculation
instrumentsjtend'to be apti‘tude tests or batterieé,
usually major examinations with national reputatlons and

norms, such as the Scholastic Aptitude Test ¢SAT) or the

Amorncan College Test (ACT). . In selective admissions

. @t o .
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. ‘
colleges, such tests may be used to-determine acceptance;
in'open-door colleges they inay be used as'part o; the
forp +\ aopliéatIQQ,required'for a student to become
feulated® as well as to provide general

.- . n for counselors. - o ' Ci?

When matriculation assessment is not required, |
plaﬁemont inséruments, if used, tend to be narrower,
,d?&cipline-snecific tests, and they‘often are
I&cally-deuelopea. -

‘ Instruments for Matriculaaion

General aptitudé.tests at entrance were. reGuired for
sull-time students by only 20 of the 99 qﬁ?leges ’ .
responding to the questionnaire, recommended by 1? and
not asked for by 55. Thirteen others provided names of
tests they would accept. (Percentages qill no? be used in
the.discussioﬁ when referring to po?éion of the 99

Ay

responses to the survey, as theunumber closely

>

-

approximates the percent. Check tables for additional N

data.) -]

~

- "~

Of the instruments namod.for entrance assessmeht,
the ACT and SAT were mentioned far more often than any
other instr;ment,'the ACT by 29 colleges (356.9/4 of 52
colleges reporting use of such instruments) and the‘SﬁT

by 27 (52.5%). They were rarely required, however, with

" the- ACT being required at only 2 of the 29 colleges that

(o]
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named it, and the SAT by o;Iy 1 of 27. In general, they
were reported as one of ; group of tests, any of whifh\ P
would be accepted by ;he college: at entrance. On the
sqtisfaction sc;lo of 1 to 3 (see above), the ACT
ao;raggd.3.26m§ndlthe SAT, 3;80. Tablc 1 provides
informatioﬁ about all matriculatioﬁetusts yeported by at

least four colleges.

The next mdst-mentioned exam, the School and Cslloge
Abiiity Test (SCAT) was named by 12 colleges (23.354 .of
those reporting use of i,matricuiatlon.inst?ument). Only
2 of those colleges indicated they ;equired Pt -
sati;factied’adirage was 3.54. The next three
instrumentsﬁgamed, the Nelson-Denny (NDRT), andu
Comparative Guidance and Placement battery (CGP), and the
Cooperative tests (English, reading, or math),ralthough
mentioned Ies; often than SAT, ACT, or SCAT, were more
likely fo’be required. The NDRT, montioneé by 10
| colleges and required by 4, had a satﬂkfact{An average of
“3.43, while the CGP, mentioned by 8 and required by 3,
_had a ;.6¢ ;atiﬁfaction Qverage,ythe highest of all t?e

instruments. The EPT, an exam developed for use by the

California state university system, had a 4.0 rating.

A 4
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Lowest levels of satiifaction for instruments were' the
. L
College Board at (2.0) and the Davis and Stanford

Diagnostic reading tests (at 2.5 each); the number of o U

users reporting was extremely small, however.

B Placement Instruments
ng!ish Ass n ive Ex B

‘asscsiﬂent for placement in English was by far the
most common use of placement testing, indicated by 65

colileges. Data show‘that English assessment by objective . ‘

_exam was required by 355 colleges (84.7 percent of those

reporting assessment for English) .%Locally developed:

_instrhments were used by 18 colleges and required at 13

of these. Seceond in use was the Cooperative English or
Reading (Co-op), with 10 mentiops, then the CGP with 9,
the NDRT with 8, and the SCAT, TASK (Stanford Test of -

Academic SKills), and TSWE (Test of Standard Written
English), with & each. )

/

i .

0f these 6 instruments, plus the local tcsé%,

‘highest satisfaction leveis were earned by the CGP and

) ]
the TSWE, both of which had an average of 4.17; the cGP

and the "TSWE are also the most recently-developed tests
on the, list. Local instruments averaged a satisfaction
- | | ! .
level of 3.99, followed by Co-op at 3.85, the SCAT at .
% Sixty four colleges ﬁepérted some use of a

writing sample for English placement; over 407 of thesé’
were written in class.
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3.70, the TASK at 3.45, and the NDRT at 3 30. The

%
numbers reporting satisfactlon, however, except for thb

users of local tests, were all fewer than 10.

Twelve published instruments we;e named more than .
onCe, and another 12 were named once, for a total of 24
published instruments, in addition to the ‘group

catalogued under locally-developed tests. See Table 2

for specific details.

———---—-—------a----—————‘-—-

Reading A smen ) - k .

’

Seventy—-five colteéesﬂreported usidg reading

ixﬁ

[ . ' . -
. assessment for placement, with only 32 (42.74 of users)

——e e
requiring a test for olacement and 43 (57.3%Z of users)

0

fecommending one. However, only eight instruments, other
than the Iocallyrdcyefbpcd tests, received more than one
mentjon_(lé instruments were named once 6nly, for a total

of 24 publ ished instruments). Unlike the other three

,areai'of assessment, for which the most of ten usgdytest

was a )oc;lly-developed ong, on{y S colleges (46.7/4 of
uséré)'ment}oned a ]ocal cead@ng test, and satisfactiop
wi th local tests, ;t 3.0, was lower than with published
instruments. |

Tho most froquently used instrument for reading
& v

L
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assessment was the NDRT, used by.lé col!eées €24.0% of
the colleges doing roadfdb assessment) with a -
satischttpn'iuorago ofJ3.53.-Ton.co|!eges required it
and 8 qpcoﬁmondod iéL'Tho next most used tpolvw;s’the
COP, used by 9 colieges (12.02) wi th ;,sdtisfaction Tevel
of 3.83. Only one user of CGP requirod it.. mé -
o " Othor instrumonts roported more than once were the
' Co-op Roa&ing tost with 7 montlons, the Davis wnth é,
the TASK with 5, the Qatos-MacGinttie with 4, the SDRT .
with 3, and ACT:CPP with 2. = - :
Highest satisfaction level among eh;so instruments

4

, . i
was the Gates-MacGinitie with a 4.33 average, and the

. .lowest were the NDRT at 3.53 and the ACT-CPP at 3.0.
' e Reporting rates were very low on all reading instnu@%nts
except, relatively, for the NDRT. Table 3 provides

infbfmation'about reading assessment, -

Ass g:sment for Non-Natlve ﬁgg_kers of English

N Only S2. collogos roportod ESL assossmont. Only 20
col leges (39.5% of. those reporting) roquire;‘placement
testing for ESL.. Thirty-twoiﬁél.sz of users) recommended
it. Locally-developed tests were the most used tool,

« with 17 colleges (32.7% of users) reporting use of local

1

AN

. » R



;*insfqpmints, 10 requiring asséssmgnt‘wit9 local tool's and

2%

"'b ] ) - G
7 recommending. Satisfaction with local tests averaged

_ongs uere named more than once (8 other instruments were
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' .
3 - )
Dy

3.7. . SRR ‘
‘ ' A

Only 7 instruments, othcr than Iocally-deuelopcd

named once each, for a total ofle idgngifled published
idstruments foﬁ ESL): - The Hichigan~Tost of English
Language Proficiency. was reportod ? times (by l? 3%).

’

The Hichlgan, with a satisfaction average of 4.33, was o L

better liked than the CELT, which had an average qf 3.16

» / .

and was used by 8 collcges.

The NDRT and, the Test of Enﬁ;jsh as & Foreign ) C -

. Language (TOEFL) were each used by 4 schools, but thi

. Other than for Iocally-devo\oped tests, ESL assessment at .

satisf&ction levels, at 2.3 and 2.75, respectively, were
‘ [ .

ion»; howevcr, only 2 collcgos reported on each' test. . o -

entrance appeared to be little requlrcd. Table 4 below
¢

prov.ides specific informationrabout the tests.
{ . ] -

Table 4

"Mathematics Assessment

-Six}y-sovon colleges indicated they used mathematics
assessment, with 25 colleges (37.3% of users) requiring

such as;ossment? Only 6 instruments, other than
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locally-develoaed tests, woée reported more than once.

(2N ' ) . l
(Eleven other instruments were each named once, for a
total of 17 tests otheé than the local instruments.)

As with Engllsh and ESL assessmenit, the local’ ’

jn;trument;fwerb the most .frequently used mathematics
_assessment tools, Twenfy-six colleges (38.687%4 of users)

- repor ted a Ioc;l,instﬁument} with a 3.48 satisfaction

auérado; Ten of these local tests were required) 16 were

not. )

a a

The SCAT mathphatics test’ was Rext in user-ra}g,

with 10 colleges reporting its use, half requiring it,

and a satisfaction level of 3.69: The CGP, with. 9 users,
and the Co-op Math, with a\repdrting, were the next - -
highest used instruments. -fhe QGP, with a sa:isfactioh

rating of 3.51! apprared more popular, however, than the'

Co-op Math at 2.99. These instruments tended to be

-recommended at colleges ratheir than required. See Table 5

for information about mathematics instruments.

. : .
¢ : _ Table S

Summary of Tests Used for Entrance or Placement

fablo é summarizes usage and satisf;ﬁkion levels for

the 11 maijce inptruments receiving mention by at least 5
colleges. Six iﬁstrummts were reported more frequgntl);

oy

!

.
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than other instruments, when entrance tests and all
placement uses were combined. These i;struments were, in
order: the CGP, with 37 mentions; the NORT, with 36
mentions; the ACT and Co-op, with 32 mentions each; and |
thg SAT and SCAT, eaqh wi th 30.

Th~ CGP had the broadest use and the highest
satisfaction average of this group.f ¢s with the scaf and
Co-op, however, the_tot&{ﬂaumberﬁof mentions of the CGP
.rolates partly to the fact that oarlous.subtests may be
used for placement in different ﬁqt&s. .In practice, only
Vllidifferent colfeges.named the CGP, while 18 named the
Co-op and the SCAT. The NORT, which is a single re.ding
test, was named by a total of 22 different colleges. A1l
of the abov; tests had some multi;le use for both
matriculation and placenent testing.

‘The ACT and SAT, on the other hand, although they
were named by 32 and 30 co[leges, respectively, were used
almost exclusively for matriculation and then generally
only as one of several which were acceptable.

Table 6
Among the six most mentioned instruments, the CGP,
at 3.98, had the highest satisfaction average. The SAT,

at 3.49, was next, followed by the Co-op at 3.67, the

P
o
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SCAT at 3.52, the NDRT at 3.46, and the ACT at 3.37.\ of
all the tests, the ESL test——the Michigan——had the g
highest level at 4.33, followed by the writing test—-the |
TSWE, at 4.25. Some caution must be used, however, in
interpreting satisfaction Iebels, as in some cases
numbers are under 10.
Table & summarizes the usage by colleges of each
type of test, entrance or placement; so that combafison
“may be made. . |
BoncI;sions and Observations
In general, fewer than half the colleges required an
exam for placement, with the exceptioh of English,_ for
which placement exams were required in 355.64 of reporting
colleges. Reading exams were required in 32.3%; exams in
mathematics in 25.3%Z; and placement exams for non-native
speakers of English in oﬁl} 20.2%. (See tables for
comparisons among thg various categorieé for colleges
recommending placemént testing.) o

Many of the colleges responding to the survey

indicated they were not s#tisfied'with their
assessment/placement programs and would be, or alreqqy
woro; making major revisions. Reinforciﬁg these
concerns, with questions about the matriculation and

placement processes, are other groups in the state, such

as the Postsecondary Education Commission, the Community

ERIC 14
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College Chancellor:s Offfco, and ;ven the Legislature. '

Recognizing, no doubt, the lacKk of satisfaction with
many of the traditional testing instruments, and the new
sdrge of interest in assessment, as well as the size of
the potential market, major test publishers, such as ACT
and éfS, have rocqn§1y developed new instruments for the
comm;nity college and aro;now piloting these.

Testing, as mosf professionals Know, is as best /
tenuous progdostfcation, but, as testing programs expand,
college personnel are being increaslqgfy faced wi'th the
ngbd to evaluate and to choose the instruments they will

use. There is value in Knowing how others users regard

the instruments they are considering.

1
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Table 1 .
Numbers and Percents of California Community Colleges Reporting Use of -
. }ssessment Instruments Accepted at Entrance to Colleges, and
~ Average Satisfaction Level of Each Instrument,
Ranked by Total Use, 1982-1983

" % all Colleges Total Number

, Reporting Reporting
: Number of : « Use of and Total
Number of Colleges % all Colleges Matriculation Average
Test Colleges "Will Responding Instruments  Satisfaction
Instrument "Require" Accept" Total - (99) S (51) Level*
1. ACT 2 27 29 29:3 56.9 (N=29) 3}§gfb. .
2. SAT 1: 26 27 . 27.3 . 52.3 °  (N=29) 3.80 ’
3. SCAT 2 10 12 12.1 23.5 (N=11) 3.54
4. NDRT 4 6 10 10.1 19.6 - (N=10) 3.48
5. CGPp 3 5 8 8.1 15.7 (N=8) 4.69
6. Coop 5 2 7 7.1 \ 13.7 - (N=4) 4.00
7. EPT 0 4 4 4.0 7.8 (N=4) 4.25
8. TASK 3 1 4 4.0 7.8 (N=4) 3.25

-*Satisfaction level: 1 = very dissatisfied to 5 = very satisfied

N=52 collegeé reporting matriculation assessment, uired by 20 {20.2% of all
colleges); recommended by 32 (32,3% of all colleges)." A

18-
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Table 2~ ,
. §

English Assessment Data for California Community Colleges: Numbers and
o .. Percents. Using Specific Test . Instruments, and Average. . .. .. .
' C Satisfaction Levels, Ranked by Total Use, 1982-1983

o . | | % all Colleges Total Number
~. Reporting Reporting
l _ Number of . | . ™ Use of - and Total
Number of Colleges % all Colleges. English . Lverage
Test Colleges ""Recom- Responding Instruments  Satisfaction
Instrument "Require'"  mending" Total (99) (85) : Levelx
o l. Local 13 -5 18 ’ A8.2- . 21.2 (N=17) 3.99
2. Coop 9 1 10 10.1 . 11.8 (N=7)  3.85
3. CGP 4 °. 5 9 2.1 . 10.6 (N=8) 4,17
4. NDRT 4 4 8 8.1 T 9.4 " (N=6). 3.30
5. SCAT 11 4 3 7 6.1 7.1 ‘ (N=4) 3.17
6. TSWE 4 2 6 6.1 ' 7.1 (N=6) 4,17
7. TASK 3 3 6 6.1 7.1 (N=5) 3.45
8. ACT - 3’ 3 4.0 : 3.5 - (N=2) 4.00
9. "ACT:CPP . 2 - 2 2.0 2,4 . (N=2) 3.00
. 10. Davis 2" - 2 2.0 2.4 (N=2) 4.00
- 11, DTLs 2 - 2 2.0 2.4 (N=2) 2.00 -
'12. ITED 2 - 2 2.0 . L. 2.4 (N=2) 3.70
13. SAT 1 1 2 2.0 . 2.4 (N22)  2.00

1

*Satisfaction level: 1 = very diséatisfied to 5 = very satisfied

N=85 colleges reporting English assessment (85.9%). Required by 55 (64.7% of 83,
55.6? of total); recommended by 30 (35.3% of 85, 30.3%.of total),

ERICS -
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Table 3
Reading Assessment Data for California Community Colleges: Numbers an. Percents,
Using Specific Test Instruments, and- Average Satisfaction Levels,
¥ Ranked by Total Use, 1982-1983 .

. : , % all €ollcges Total Number

’ E - - Reporting - Reporting

' " Numbex of . Use of “and Total

Number of Colleges %2 all Colleges Reading Average
Test . Colleges "Recom- Responding Instruments Satisfaction

. Instrument "Require'". .mending'. Total (99) (78) _Level*
1. NDRT . 10 8 18 18.2 24.0 _ (N=15) 3.53
2. CGP " 8 9 9.1 ~12.0 (N=6)  3.83
3. Coop 4 3 7 7.1 © 9.3 " (N=6) 4.00
"4, Davis 4 2 6 6.1 8.0 ~ (N=5) 3.80
5. Local 2 3 5 5.1 6.7 (N=4) 3.00
6. TASK 3 2 5 9.1 6.7 (N=5) 3.80

7. Gates- , ‘

MacGinitie 2 2 4 " 4.0 5.3 (N=3) 4.33
8. SDRT 1 2 3 3.0 4.0 (N=3) 4.00
9. ACT:CPP 1 1 2 2.0 2.7 (N=2)  3.00

* *Satisfaction leve.. 2 = very -dissatisfied to § = very satisfied

N=75 colleges reporting reading assessment (75.8%). Required by 32 (42.7% of
users, 32.3% of total); recommended by 43 (57.3% of users,43.4% of total).




Table 4

ESL Assessment Data for California Community Colleges: Numbers and Percents
Using Specific Test Instruments, and Average Satisfaction
Levels, Ranked by Total-Use, 1982-1983

) ey

b - % all Colleges Total Number

. . " Reporting ~Reporting

Number of . . Use of . iand Total

! Number of Colleges % all Colleges ESL " Average
' Test Colleges "Recom- - Responding , Assessment Satisfaction

. Instrument ° "Réquire" mending" Total (99) (52) Levelx
1. Local 10 7 17 17.3 " 32,7 “(N=14) 3.70
2. Michigan 4 5 9 9.1 17.3 ~ “(N=6) 4.33
3. CELT N ) 7 8 8.1 15.4 - (N=6) 3.17
4. NDRT- .. - 4 4 4.0 7.7 7 (m=3)  2.50
5., TOEFL 2 2 4 4.0 1.7 . (N=4) -2.75

. §e . .

6.  EPT 1 3, 4 4.0 . 7.7 (N=1) . 4.0

7. STEL . 2 1 3 3.0 - 5.7  (N=1) 5.0

80r CGp 1 ] 1 ! 2 ‘ 200 i . o, 3:8 " ot (N=2) 3.0

- "r g —p— ~

»Satisfaction level: 1 = very dissatisfied to 5 = very satisfied,

N=52 colleges reporting ESL assessment. Required by 20 (38,5% of users,
20,2% of total);:recommended by 32 (61.5% of users, 32,3% of ‘total)
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. “ Table .5 L = o

Mathematics Assessment Data for Zalifornia Community Colleges: Numbers and Percents
Using Specific Test Instruments, and Average Satisfaction Levels,
Ranked by Total Use, 1982-1983

2 N ’
o

%X all Colleges Total Number

' . : A Reporting Reporting
) . Number of Use of and Total
“Number of Colleges % all Colleges Mathematics » Average -
Test Colleges . "Recom- | - Using ' Assessment ‘Satisfaction
Instrument "Require" mending" Total (99) (67) ~ Level*
1. Local 10 16 . 26 26.3  38.8 (N=18) 3.68
2. SCAT-Math 5 5. 10 ¢ 10.1 14.9 ~(N=9)  3.69
3. CGP 2 7 -9 12.0 (N=7) 3.51
2 4, Coop-Math 3 5 8 8.1 c v 1007 (N=7) 3.00
5. College ' n - |
Board - L - T2 2 2.0 ’ 3.0 ° (N=2) 3.00
. 6. CTBS 2 - 2 2.0 3.0 ° (N=2) 3.50
7. DTMS 1 1 2 2.0 | 3.0 - (N=2)  2.50

&Y

6 : : Y
*Satisfaction level: 1 + very dissatisfied to 5 = very satisfied

. N=67 aolleges reporting matematics assessment. Required by 25 (37.3% of
users, -25.3% of total), recommended by 42 (62.7% of users, 42.4% cf. total).,
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T Table 6 .
California Community College Testing Summary:

B T

Most Frequently-Named Published

Tests Used for Entrance and Placement, Numbers Using, and Satisfaction
Level Averages, Ranked by Total Use, 1982-1983
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1. ch 8 4.69 9 4.11 9 3.83 3.00 9 3.51 37 3.98
2. NDRT 10 | 3.48 8 3.30 18 3.53 - - - - 36 3.46
3. ACT 29 3.26 3 4,001 1 ND* - - - ~ 32 3.37
4, Coop 7 4.00 0 3.85 7 | 4.00 - - 8 <200 32 3.67.
15, SAT 27 3.80 2 2.00 1 4.00 - - - - 30,1 3.69
6. SCAT 12 3.54 7 3.17 "1 4.00 - - 10 3.69 30 | 3.52
" 7. ‘TASK - 4 3.25 6 3.45 5 3.80 - - 1 3.00 16 3.48
8. Davis 2 2.50 2=1 4,00 ‘6 3.80 - - - - 10 3.58
90 TS‘VE 1 4000 6 4.17 1 5000 - - - - 8 4.25
10, GELT - |- - |- - |- 6 |3.17 - |- 6 |3.17
11. Michigan - - - - - - 6 | 4.32 - - 6 4,33 .
Satisfaction Level: 1 = very dissatisfied.to 5 = very satisfied
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